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2 ft for ; arym _ ..„ 

m- #^!W tfr* (wftsH) a»w, 1995 ft 
^ ^ w * ^ ^ ft w ^ ftt cnte ft ^ & 

mrf$r m tftspnft ft ^ i 

3ik am: ft mfftwft srt ft »! ^ ftt 

cf5l wi-wt tR ^tftteiT fft?n w=rr aftlSra t aft* 
amrciRS* wra ft ft^ft w t% I* WB ^ 

aAftn t ft T U 

3^ra man * ftft n? ft sftftpft ft ft* ^r w **& 

™ mm tf&pa *&* ft 3TTON TR vFRT ^ ^ % ^ *T 

^ncrf^ ft ftcTC ^ftar ^TT aftflra t fft *rar w® ^ * 4,w ' t<IM ^ ^ 

srfrt wr5t 7?ft 3*8131 ejflftt ’J'RTcrfft ftft ftt ^tiTTcHT t I 

Mt * asm* ^ ^ ft ftftw 5f IS 

»9 ft fftrc fftnfacfi writer 3*iftnt eft *pam w=r ftt artft# ft l^ 5 * 

S? arfftftm ftt aw^wr eft ® UK* * fan ^ra ftft aft* 

« ft^T w ftft ft*? ^j^fr^T ft* Wft *ft 3^ ^ rt* ^ 

eft #mcHT t I 


3. ^«n ft fftj aroR „ „ ^ ^ ^ ™ 

^fttwftmftafawTffe^ j/S 

a^^^^lft^wlfftftfftnftfqamftft *mw* 

-ft? am ftft ft fft55 ftt ^FTif^r ft w ft ^irft a*raT T’^F ^ 
aft* 'tftcj 3ifPT ftt ftft ^fftt ft 1 ft' HN ' 11 1 

3Tto i|3HWi^ ^T flWT t fip teW % W ^ 

* 3,1ft feg ft# a g^ft tfg rft 13ifr ^icft a ftw tft Hlfirwrp^ 

5pm ftpftw ^ sr^ft ff tfm ^ 5i#r ^ # t I anir^ * 3^ 

ftm tf^ xwftf ura tfr ^ncr^r 

tnfta #Rfi m m ^ t afft nfe ^ , ?R^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

am^eRT 3fR ¥IW # BeTOSP afr? Ww w ^t ^RT^r 1 : TIT* 

f 3mto aft? 7 FRT^3 3 g?n35P/Fi«W' am ^ff ef>T TlftcT ^RTOfr tR 

aroft ^ 

^ mi ft u^r mra f ^ m ^ ^ |l<t ^ ^ ^ ® ^ 

q f^ Tf cj^t '^HTT^frl ^ TDTT3RT ^THT % I 
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aniRcp ^Tcn ^ t fa ■mOtt wncfat ^ etfer itm ftsfar 
m gf^- grfgtg? ?rwfft cfafa far g5Wi ^ to 3 wnft cpr mm 

f^jY w ^ t'^r gftarf ft fafcfat gra ms M fa? ^ ^ fafar ^ 

^eMI 4 cfrlM^I 4>-H I? ! 

4. vjiirl Sj^JTRT 

^rtten ^ WT ^ #r wfit f? gRT ^ MW w ^ 

3 rr£TR *r rjr ^r ^ 7 ^ 2000 

cfc atfipr rtr mRuhhI sfft 31 «prt, 2001 eft srf&^BT r. 10 / 2001 - 

^TTT^c^ IRT RRT 6 yfT, 2000 ft' 3#^xFfI ft 83/2000 s[RT cFIPT ^ 

P^-t] q ^ftSfT Rft ft tcH? HlC^ft Pi^^lcJeTl ft RRPT 23 ft 3T^R 

Rafter ^ cRft t I 

5. RtiutsJN ^*Mre 

jflvj^r \jfr?r 3 *#ter rrr: ft ^ cr ami ftf ft Rratfcm ftrf^m 

t, ft ^lHHaocr? 3#rfftRT ft ftftf?jW 283711 ft ftftft 

% ftR fftft *R 9.1.2004 ft 20% ^ ^ eTT^ t I ^ ft^R ^cTT^wt 

3tR ftfrjR RTC ft Rft iR Iftftt iff ^cfjR ^TRcFTxt t I ftf%RT ^cT: 

^ Glftl4R ' 4i W t I raPlHfa SIfft ftfts ft^ 

TTRT ft RIR ftftftlT fRT fft*IT RRT t I ^R>T ^ft 7 ! ^eiYft, ftft 

x^rf^TT Rnftt ft? RW? RWr c£ RlR^UI c^ fcT^ f^T RRT t I 

6 . MflJRT 

rr ^r ■■RntfftcT ^mr ft? w ir wri wm Wr. ^ det 

^ 3T9RT ^Tcffr 5^1% #r c^ RRcRT t I ^ RR % cRT ^ 

^rfcTjfS ^ feR 1%RR eFTRT RHT ^[ci^^cb t 3tk ^ ^ ?SF f^TT RR rff 

§rfcf RT^C 3T2RT ^'il^Rl Tfl cjl^t <*>t 4 cf?t ^RIcpfT f t 

(l) f^T ^Tft^TT 4 7 2000 cjft 3Tf^prr 8/1/99-#^^ ^ Wc| ?l#rR 

#4 ! 

(ii) gutt er swte, ^ ^ rrtr ajk cpiRq't t i 

(iii) RR ^ ^fRRl4 Mfixf ^?r 3TRl% 1 3T$eT, 2003 ^ 31 2003 t I 

(iv) W3 RRm ^ 67,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 3fR 20 ^ 

WFT^TR 3TRRW mRcJ^'H RPJ #4 1 

6.1 RtRT IR^T c|RR 

t?ff P)^ic|-^ f, qnRT 4 R^Rt, ^T 4 

TrRr XR 3TRTcf^t tR yi|\cR]3it ?fSTT 1 ^Rc^ ^eftR c^t f%£ffRcT 5RR 4 ^4 Pt^'lRd 
■^tj ^ ^tRT 3JJxPTT 5R|7T 3fR fcRRT Pl+-lfelRsfd cpt 3RPM cRRf 
WT ^T feRsTT RT 7ET ^ I 
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6.2 

v^j Pfui^ch Rto ^ toRfct ^ ^totf 3fk ^hcii^ ^ 3T^rer 

leTfecT 3 to RHT TO ^F RtofiTOffeTT c£t 3Tf£R[TOT cfc c£t Rto 

R wf#ff feft (40 fM) ^ tor w^Jcki ^f *r srrRtTOft ^ to ^rfer i Prgffer 

vRR-#RT c£ to ^TOT TOT pff to t 3TTOT cRf TOT ^JTOT RSjft to t eft 
toto vfq^cW ftot ^ 3PJTO totot *t TOeRT cf^ff ^ .3TTTO TO 3TTOT TOT 
t fR u !H TO* cfR TOTOT % I 

9. ^IlclvjiPlch TOffi cfrT toffR 

fto 6(7) <£ 3T^FR, to TOT TOF 1%cTTO TOTT £M TOgdT RTT^ff ^ 

<Rfm^T 3 RT to 'dl^Rch TO^R TO MOT TO RTcRRT t I 

to to R'd'^ TOT 3TTcT^2TcR ^TOT vgept ^ TOT TOdT t RTOT toeT *FTOlto ^ 
■to RTTOTO ^pPFT TOPF to TOcTT t RTOT to if 3TRTfto TOT TOTOT t dt toefto 
to TO TOcTO TOFT efr 3TFTO TO to toTO to TO RTOf t to c&to RTOTO dft 
^FSTtRlTF RftoR^' TO RTOt # | 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 29thMarch, 2004 


Initiation 
(Sunset Review) 


Subject: Initiation of Sunset Review of the definitive anti-dumping 

duty imposed on import of Sodium Cyanide originating in or 
exported from the US, the EU, the Czech Republic and 
Korea RP. 


No. 15/9/2003-DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Duty or 
Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of injury) Rules, 1995, the 
Designated Authority (herein after refereed to as Authority) recommended imposition 
of provisional Anti Dumping Duty on imports of Sodium Cyanide (hereinafter referred 
to as subject goods) originating in or exported from the US, the EU, the Czech 
Republic and Korea RP (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). The preliminary 
findings of the Authority were published vide Notification No. 8/1/99-DGAD dated 15* 
October 1999 and provisional duty was imposed on the subject goods vide 
Notification No. 134/99-Customs dated 27 th December 1999. The Authority came out 
with the final findings on 7 th March 2000 and definitive antidumping duty was 
imposed vide Notification No. 83/2000 dated 6 th June 2000, as amended by 
notification No. 10/2001-Customs dated 31 st January 2001. 

2. Request for Review 

WHEREAS in terms of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 the 
antidumping duty imposed shall unless revoked earlier, cease to have effect on 
expiry of five years from the date of such imposition. 

AND WHEREAS the Rules supra require the Authority to review from time to 
time, the need for continued imposition of Anti Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on 
the basis of information received by it that there is no justification for continued 

• I o g * » l & 
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imposition of such duty, the authority may recommend to the central government for 
its withdrawal. Notwithstanding the above provision the authority is required to 
review, on the basis of a duly substantial request made by or on behalf of the 
domestic industry, within a reasonable period of time prior to the date of the expiry of 
the measure, whether the expiry of duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence 
of dumping and injury. 

In terms of the above provisions the Domestic Industry has approached the 
authority with a duly substantiated petition requesting for such a review, the 
Designated Authority considers that initiation of sunset review proceedings for the 
Anti Dumping Duty in force would be appropriate to examine the need for continued 
imposition of such duty to offset dumping and whether the injury would be likely to 
continue or recur if the duty were remove or varied or both. 

3. Grounds for review 

The request is for continuation and enhancement of the antidumping duties in force. 
The request is based on the grounds that dumping has increased in respect of 
imports from Korea and the expiry of the measure against other countries would be 
likely to result in continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury to the domestic 
industry. 

The applicant has inter-alia claimed that the Korean exporters have 
significantly increased their world exports of the product and their prices have been 
showing declining trends while major exporting countries are showing rising price 
trend. The applicant further claim that while producers and exporters in Korea and 
EU continue to export the product to India at dumping prices, the producers and 
exporters in USA and Czech republic would resort to dumping should the present 
antidumping duty be revoked. The applicant claims that producers/exporters in USA 
and Czech Republic have been exporting significant volumes of the product under 
consideration to a number of other countries at dumped prices. 

The applicant further claims that the existing capacities of the subject goods in . 
the subject countries far exceed their domestic demands which increases the 
likelihood of recurrence of dumping once the antidumping duty is removed. 

The applicants claim that the situation of the Indian producers have been 
aggravated by targeted predatory pricing, given that the prices at which the material 
is being imported in India are quite low as compared to the export price of these 
exporters to other countries. 

4. Initiation 

Having satisfied itself on the basis of the positive evidence submitted by the 
domestic industry substantiating the need for a review, the Authority hereby initiates 
a review in accordance with Rule 23 of Antidumping Rules, to review the final 
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findings of the Authority notified on 7 th March 2000 and definitive duty imposed by 
Customs Notification No. 83/2000 dated 6 th June 2000, as amended vide notification 
No. 10/2001-Customs dated 31 sl January 2001. 

5. Product under Consideration 

The product involved in the present investigation is Sodium Cyanide, 
originating in or exported from the subject countries, classified under Customs 
subheading 283711 of Customs Tariff Act attracting 20% basic duty with effect from 
9.1.2004. This classification is only indicative and in no way binding on the scope of 
present investigation. Sodium Cyanide is a pure basic inorganic chemical. It is 
manufactured by reacting Hydro Cyanic Acid (HCN) with Caustic Soda. It is mainly 
used by industries such as dye intermediates, Electro-plating chemicals and for 
manufacture of heat treatment salts. 

6. Procedure 

The investigation will determine whether the expiry of the measure would be likely to 
lead to a continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. The authority will examine 
whether the continued imposition of the duties is necessary to offset dumping and 
whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or 
varied, or both, 

(i) The review will cover all aspects of Notification No8/1/99-DGAD dated 7 th 
March 2000. 

(ii) The countries involved are the US. the EU, the Czech Republic and Korea 
R p . 

(iii) The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is from I s 
April 2003 to 31 st December 2003. 

(iv) The provisions of Rules 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 and 20 of the Rule 
supra shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in this review. 

6.1 Submission of Information: 

The exporters in subject countries, their governments through their embassies 
in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the domestic 
industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in the form 
and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the Authority in the 
following address: 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry 
Department of Commerce 
Udyog Bhavan 

New Delhi-110011. Fax: 91-11-23014418 
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Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 


6.2 Time Limit: 

Any information relating to the present sunset review and any request for 
hearing should be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address 
mentioned above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of 
this Sunset Review Notification. If no information is received within the prescribed 
time limit or the information received is incomplete, the Designated Authority may 
record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record in accordance with the 
Rules supra. 

6.3 inspection of Public File: 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested 
parties. 

In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available 
to it and make such recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


ABH1JIT SENGUPT A, Designated Authority 
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